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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period wilt apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply v^ithin the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to connnnunication(s) filed on 18 December 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213, 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Clalm(s) MR is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 18 December 2001 is/are: 3)0 accepted or b)M objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawlng(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 

12)13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)l3 All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachinent(s) 

1 ) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) D Interview Summary {PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(syMail Date. . 

3) 13 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 12/18/01 . 6) □ Other; . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the application filed December 18, 2001. 

2. Qaims 1-19 have been examined. 



Priority 

3. Receipt is acknoM^edged of requisite priority papers submitted July 1 1, 2002, 
which have been placed of record in the file. 

The priority date considered for this application is therefore July 13, 2001. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. Receipt is acknowledged of the Information Disclosure Statement dated 
December 18, 2001. It has been placed in the application file and the information 
referred to therein has been considered. 

Oath/Declaration 

5. Receipt is acknowledged of a properiy signed oath/declaration filed May 28, 
2002. 

Drawings 

5. The drawings are objected to because of the following minor informalities: 
in Figure 11, the destination of arrows S4-3 and S4-5 is missing. 
Comection is required. 



6. 



Specification 

The Abstract is objected to because of the following minor informalities: 
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a. an article such as — an - should be inserted before "electronic 
equipment" in line 1; 

b. the use of the modifier "opposite" in lines 6 and 9 is ambiguous and 
confusing; 

c. the phrase "either one electronic unit" should be changed to — either one 
of the electronic units - . 

Claim Objection 

7. Qaims 4, 12, 14 arc objected to because of the following infomoalities: in 
claims 4 (line 3), 12 (lines 3 and 5), 14 (line 3), the verb "comprises" should be - 
comprise — to agree with the subject "version data;" which is in plural; 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. §112: 

The specification shall conclude widi one or more claims particiJarly 
pointing out and distincdy claimii^ the subjea matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

9. Claims 1-3, 6-13, 16 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim 
the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

a. Lack of antecedent basis: 

Claim 1 (line 7) recites the limitation "'the second electronic unit." There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 2 (line 2) recites the limitation "said each plurality of electronic 
units." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim* The 
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limitation "said each plurality of electronic units" should be changed to - each one of 
said plurality of electronic units - in order to have proper antecedent basis- 

Qaims 3 (line 2), 6 (line 2), 7 (line 2), 8 (line 6), 9 (line 2) recite the 
limitation "said either one electronic unit." There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. The limitation "said either one electronic unit" should be 
changed to - either one of said first and second electronic units - in order to have 
proper antecedent basis. 

Claim 11 recites the limitation "the compatibility" in lines 1 and 13. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claira 

Qaim 11 recites the limitation "said compared results" in lines 14. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the liniitation "said first and support version data" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Fmther 
more, the claim language is unclear because it is not understood whether - said first 
version data - or - said first version data and said first support version data - is 
claimed. 

Qaims 8 (line 8) and 18 (line 5) recite the limitation "said control 
programs." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Which "control programs" (plural) are being referred to since there is only one "said 
control program" (singular) recited previously? 

Qaim 18 (line 7) recites the limitation "said electronic unit" There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Which "electronic unit" 
is being referred to: "one electronic unit" (line 5 of claim 11), "another electronic 
unit" (line 8 of claim 11), any other electronic units among the plurality of electronic 
units.-^ 
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Claim 19 (line 2) recites the limitation "said changing step/' There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the clairrL 

b- unclear and indefinite claim language: 

Claims 1 and 10: the modifier "opposite" of the "second electronic unit" 
is found to be confusing and misleading. It is not clear as to what "opposite" really 
means. 

Claim 1: the limitation ''%sheiim at least either 
said second dectrrmc umt anpares the rm^Titude cfsaid first wrsion data arid said seoDrdstdpport 
wrsimdatOy oorrpares the rra^iiti^cf said seoor^ 

ard wfies the ampatiMity betieem said plurality cf electrcmc units firm a ffmt and smdl 
reUaionship acxmiing to both oorrparedrestdts'' is confusing. For art rejection purposes, this 
limitation is interpreted as follows: - wherein the magnitude of the version data is 
being compared and the results being verified for compatibility-. 

Claim 3: the limitation ''"oherein said either one el^^ verifies the 
ampatiMity ^jfer eid^ electronic unit cf said firs t electromc unit or said second electronic unit is 
substituted' is confusing. For art rejection purposes, the limitation is interpreted to 
mean the following: - wherein compatibility verification is performed when either one 
of the electronic units is substituted -. 

Claims 6 and 16: the limitation "'i2her^ said other one electmnktdnit 
dktr^ saidwfsim (fthe (xmdprc^arnvhenm^iedas irKonpatibility to automttiatUy shift a 
proper wrsion hawig the oonpatibilit^' is confusing. For art rejection purposes, the 
limitation is interpreted to mean - wherein a conpatible version of the control 
program is automatically installed when incompatibility is detected 

Claim 13: the limitation "6zi6^ one electronic unit (f said first 
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dectmikunkorsai^ is sukstiMed' is confusing. For art rejection 

purposes, claim 13 is interpreted to mean - said compatibility verification is 
performed after either one of said plurality of electronic units is substituted - 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 

r 

§ 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in 

(1) an application for patent, piiblished under section 122(b), by another fikd in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the LHted States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, 

except that an international application filed under die treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have' the effects for the purposes of this subsection of an appHcation f fled . . _ _ 

States only if the international application designated the United States and was published 
under Article 21(2) of such treatyin the English language; 

11. Qaims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent Application No, U.S.2002/0001100 Al by Kawanabe. 

Gaims 1, 10 and 11 

Kawanabe discloses at least: 

a fintdectrtjrikt^ first wrsimdata (f said first dectmikumt iisdfi and 

first st4{^>ort wrsion data (fan opposite second dectrcmc umt bang sv^ported by said first dectromc 
wrat (see at least Figure 1, item 200 and related discussion in the specification); and 

theseooii^€lectrornci4m 
itsdfy and a seoomd svipport wfsim data (fthe opposite first dectromc unit being supported by said 
seooiddectroracunit, %iiheifidn at least either^ 



Application/Control Numben 10/017,299 
Alt Unit: 2122 



Page 7 



umt oorrpares the rm^^ntmkcfsaidjmtwrsimdca^ 

oonpares the rmQTiude(f said seoord'imimdatA the 
(DnpcuiMity bawsn said plurality cf dectrwic units from a §ieat and srruU rdationship aamiing to 
bodoconpared results (see at least Figure 1, item 30; sections [0543] to [0549]). 

Oaims 2, 12 and 17 

Kawanabe further discloses: 

a rrmory fir stxyrir^awTtrd pro-am (see at least section [0542]); and 
apTxmscrforexecutir^saidcDraTdpKi^am, arduherm said lErsion data 
(wprises the msicn data ^ said aoritrd program (see at least sections [0542-0547]). 

Qaims 3, D and 18 

Kawanabe further discloses vherein said other one eiectrordc unit wrfies doe 
oorrpatiMityi^ddjerdectrcm: imt cf said first dectromc unit or said second dectrcmc urat is 
substituted (see at least Figure 25, step S260 and related disciission in the specification). 

Claims 4 and 14 

Kawanabe further discloses isherein said first ardseocnd support uersiondata emprise 
a mmtsi^fportiBrsiondata (see at least Figure 25, step S263; Figure 27, step S290; and 
related discussion in the specification). 

Claims 5 and 15 

Kawanabe further discloses isherein saidpbmdity cf dectrorac units are ajnstituted by 
printer oontroUerurnts (see at least section [0542]). 
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Gaims 6 and 16 

Kawanabe further discloses *ishe)im said either one dectrmc unit doan^ said wrsion (f 
theaxitKlprogr^^ im)npatiMtty to autom^t^^ 

ampatibilily (see at least Figure 27, step S293 and related discussion in the 
specification). 

Gaims 7 and 19 

Kawanabe does not specifically disclose 'uhei^saideidoerc^ 
a vdid or imalid cf a diffensncB irfomiatkn in the oMrd program cmprised an dd oontroL pro-am 
and said d^ereme irfcjmntim b&men the old cc^itrd program, to dnn^said lersim (f said oontrd 
program However, this step is deemed inherent to Kawanabe's step of checking 
compatibility (see at least Figure 27, steps S291-293)- If there is no difference 
information then there is compatibility and no need for versioning up. 

Claim 8 

Kawanabe further discloses: 

a nrnDryfcrstorir^a^Ttrdpnj^^^ at least section [0542]); and 
apnxJSSorfor€xea4ti?^saidoDntml 'iJiherein said either one el^^ 

wrifies the oonpatikdity usingsaid wrsim data (f said (nnavl programs c^said ooritrd program 
wrsion is doan^ to mawtam the oonpatiMitybamensaid oMrdprognrrs (see at least 
sections [0542>[0549]). 



Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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13. Any inquiiy concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hoang- Vu "Antony" Nguyen-Ba whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-0103. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday, 
6:00 to 16:15. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on (703) 305-4552. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

After October 25, 2004, the Examiner can be reached at (571) 272-3701 and 
the Examiner's supervisor at (571) 272-3695. 

Information regarding the status of an application maybe obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIK 
Status information for unpublished applications is available throi:^h Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/ / pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBQ at 866-217-9197 (toll-fr^e). 
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